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H Box No. II 
S Box No. Ill 
Box No. IV 
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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 436/s.l (a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

□ Box No. VI Certain documents cited 

H Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

S Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
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International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
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months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/ISA£20 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 
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(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1 (b)) translation furnished for the purposes of international search 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ f ^nishedsubsequentlytothisAuthorityforthepurposesofsearch. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 

1 • H The following document has not been furnished: 

■ copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43^.1 and 66.7(a), 

□ and667(b)) 

2 - ° tetnd^ltt an™ KM" !"£ daimed due to th ° •« that the priority Cairn 

filing date indicated abole ToS^^V^Z^lS!^ ° f "* ° Pini ° n ' the 
3. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non 
obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application, 
12 claims Nos. 1-8 

because: 

□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which 
does not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

H the description , claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 1 ,4 are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

see separate sheet 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

□ no international search report has been established for the whole application or for said claims Nos. 

□ the nucleotide and/br amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for in Annex 
C of the Administrative Instructions in that: 

the written form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 

the computer readable form □ has not been furnished 



□ the tables related to the nucleotide andbr amino acid sequence listing, if in computer readable form only do 
not comply with the technical requirements provided for in Annex G-bis of the Administrative Instructions! 



□ See separate sheet for further details 



Box No. VII Certain defects in the International application 

The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 

Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

see separate sheet 



□ 



does not comply with the standard 
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ad Sections VIII and III 

1 . The application does not fulfill the requirements of Article 6 because claims 1 , 2 
and 4 are not clear. 

(I) Hence, in claims 1 and 4 it is not clear what is intended by a "temperature setting 
curve". The expression does not seem to have a well defined meaning. Nor is it 
clear what is the significance of calibrating such a curve. 
On as plain reading of the description it would appear that what could have been 
intended and what could have made sense, is to determine a temperature 
calibration curve representing the behaviour of a semiconductor chip. However, 
and for the sake of completeness it should be said that no support for such a 
measure appears to be at hand in the application. 

(ii) It is further totally unclear how, and by what means, the signal offset is created 
and how the magnitude of the offset is determined in order that a calibration may 
be carried out. Hence, claims 1 and 4 are do not meet the requirements of Article 
6 PCT in that the matter for which protection is sought is not clearly defined. 

(iii) Further, the claims also generally attempt to define the subject-matter in terms of 
a result to be achieved. Thus, the expressions "whereby a signal offset is 
creatable..." and "...for calculating a first temperature based on a first signal... and 
a second temperature point..." , merely amounts to statements of the underlying 
problem, without providing the technical features necessary for achieving this 
result. Instead the description and drawings convey the impression that these 
functions can only be carried out in a particular way, namely by electronic circuits 
in line with those of either Figure 1 , 2 or 3 and by the use of the formulas (1 ) - (3) 
of pages 6 and 7 of the description. Since independent claims 1 and 4 do not 
contain these features they do not meet the requirement following from Article 6 
PCT taken in combination with Rule 6.3(b) PCT that any independent claim must 
contain all the technical features essential to the definition of the invention. 

(iv) In claim 2 it is not clear what current, voltage or frequency are intended. 

2. Because of the above-mentioned unclarities, no meaningful examination as to 
novelty and inventive could be carried out at this stage. 
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INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) 

ad Section VII 

3. If the application is pursued then the following points should also be borne in 
mind: 

(a) A document reflecting the prior art described on page 1 , lines 25-28, is not 
identified in the description (Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) PCT). 

(b) Independent claims 1 and 4 are not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 
6.3(b) PCT, which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features 
known in combination from the prior art (document US-A-2002/01 73930) being 
placed in the preamble (Rule 6.3(b)(1) PCT) and with the remaining features being 
included in the characterising part (Rule 6.3(b)(ii) PCT). 
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